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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 4, and 8 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 5-7, and 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nagano et al. (U.S. Patent 6,240,240) in view of Yuen et al. 
(U.S. Patent 5,307,173). 

Regarding claim 1, Nagano et al. discloses a method of composing 
a list of TV or radio programs from a given transmission schedule of the 
programs, comprising the acts of: (a) selecting a program from the 
schedule and adding it to the list (abstract), (b) graphically representing 
the programs of the list as bars over a timeline, the length and position of 
each bar corresponding to the duration and time of transmission of the 
corresponding program (Figs. 15A and 15B), (c) displaying programs or 
parts of programs overlapping in time as partially overlapping such that 
the length and position of an overlapping and overlapped bar still indicates 
the duration and time of transmission of the corresponding program (Figs. 
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15A and 15B - the overlapping programs still indicate the duration and 
time of the entire program of all conflicting programs), (d) repeating steps 
(a), (b), and (c) until the list is complete wherein a priority is assigned to 
some or all of the programs on the list, and programs or parts of programs 
overlapping in time are processed according to their priorities (Figs. 4, 
15A, and 15B show multiple recordings). However, Nagano et al. fails to 
disclose that the values of the priorities are automatically initialized 
according to the sequence in which the programs are added to the list. 

Referring to the Yuen et al. reference, Yuen et al. discloses a 
method of composing a list of TV or radio programs from a given 
transmission schedule of the programs, comprising the act of 
automatically initialized according to the sequence in which the programs 
are added to the list (col. 25, line 56 - col. 26, line 10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to have automatically initialized 
priorities according to the sequence in which the programs are added to 
the list as taught by Yuen et al. with the method disclosed by Nagano et 
al. in order to easily assign a priority to newly added programs that need 
to be recorded. 

Regarding claim 5, Nagano et al. in view of Yuen et al. discloses all 
the limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 as well as 
disclosing that the method is characterized in that the list is used to control 
the recording of programs on a recording device (Nagano et al.: abstract). 
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Regarding claim 6, Nagano et al. in view of Yuen et al. discloses all 
the limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 as well as 
disclosing that the method is characterized in that the list is used to control 
the display of programs on an audio and/or video reproducing device 
(Nagano et al.: Fig. 4 - once the one recording is stopped and the next 
one is started the display will change accordingly). 

Regarding claim 7, Nagano et al. in view of Yuen et al. discloses a 
controller for an audio and/or video recording and/or reproducing device, 
including a memory for storage of the schedule of available TV or radio 
programs (8), an input device allowing a user to enter selections (4), a 
display unit for graphically representing programs of a list of programs 
(Nagano et al.: Figs. 15A and 15B), the controller being adapted to 
execute a method according to claim 1 , in order to compose a list of 
programs, control the audio and/or video recording and/or reproducing 
device so as to process the programs according to the list (Nagano et al.: 
abstract). See the rejection of claim 1 for details relating to the 
combination of Nagano et al. in view of Yuen et al. 

Regarding claim 9, Nagano et al. in view of Yuen et al. discloses all 
the limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 as well as 
discloses the method comprises the act of reordering priorities of 
programs displayed on the list by selecting a partially overlapped program 
(Nagano et al.: col. 8, line 51 - col. 1 1 , line 30 - two methods are 
explained on how to change a priority of a program). 
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Regarding claim 10, Nagano et al. in view of Yuen et al. discloses 
all the limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1 and 9 
including that the selecting is performed by clicking on the partially 
overlapped program (Nagano et al.: col. 8, line 51 - col. 1 1 , line 30 - two 
methods are explained on how to change a priority of a program). 

Regarding claim 11, Nagano et al. in view of Yuen et al. discloses 
all the limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1 and 9 
except that the selecting is performed by verbally selecting the partially 
overlapped program. Official Notice is taken that it is well known to use 
various methods for commands be given to an apparatus, which would 
include verbal commands. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
performed selecting programs by verbal commands in order to make the 
apparatus more versatile to accommodate more users. 

Regarding claim 12, Nagano et al. in view of Yuen et al. discloses 
all the limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1 and 9 
including that the selecting is performed by pointing at the partially 
overlapped program (Nagano et al.: col. 8, line 51 - col. 1 1 , line 30 - two 
methods are explained on how to change a priority of a program). 
4. Claims 4, 8, and 13-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nagano et al. (U.S. Patent 6,240,240) in view of Kono et al. 
(U.S. Patent 5,187,589). 
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Regarding claim 4, Nagano et al. discloses a method of composing 
a list of TV or radio programs from a given transmission schedule of the 
programs, comprising the acts of: (a) selecting a program from the 
schedule and adding it to the list (abstract), (b) graphically representing 
the programs of the list as bars over a timeline, the length and position of 
each bar corresponding to the duration and time of transmission of the 
corresponding program (Figs. 15A and 15B), (c) displaying programs or 
parts of programs overlapping in time as partially overlapping such that 
the length and position of an overlapping and overlapped bar still indicates 
the duration and time of transmission of the corresponding program (Figs. 
15A and 15B - the overlapping programs still indicate the duration and 
time of the entire program of all conflicting programs), (d) repeating steps 
(a), (b), and (c) until the list is complete wherein a priority is assigned to 
some or all of the programs on the list, and programs or parts of programs 
overlapping in time are processed according to their priorities (Figs. 4, 
15A, and 15B show multiple recordings). However, Nagano et al. fails to 
disclose that overlapping programs of the list are visually ordered as being 
in the foreground and in the background, respectively, and that the 
program in the foreground has the higher priority. 

Referring to the Kono et al. reference, Kono et al. discloses a 
method of composing a list of TV or radio programs from a given 
transmission schedule of the programs, comprising the act of overlapping 
programs of the list are visually ordered as being in the foreground and in 
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the background, respectively, and that the program in the foreground has 
the higher priority (Fig. 2; col. 2, lines 10-24). Furthermore, Kono 
discloses displaying programs or parts of programs overlapping in time as 
partially overlapping such that the length and position of an overlapping 
and overlapped bar still indicates the duration and time of transmission of 
the corresponding program (Fig. 2 - the overlapping programs still indicate 
the duration and time of the entire program of all conflicting programs). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to have graphically displayed the 
overlapping programs of the list visually ordered as being in the 
foreground and in the background, respectively, and that the program in 
the foreground has the higher priority as disclosed by Kono et al. with the 
method disclosed by Nagano et al. in order to clearly display to the user 
the overlapping portions of the different programs. 

Regarding claim 8, grounds for rejecting claim 4 apply for claim 8 in 
its entirety. 

Regarding claim 13, Nagano et al. in view of Kono et al. discloses 
all the limitations as previously discussed with respect to claim 1 as well 
as discloses the method comprises the act of reordering priorities of 
programs displayed on the list by selecting a partially overlapped program 
(Nagano et al.: col. 8, line 51 - col. 1 1 , line 30 - two methods are 
explained on how to change a priority of a program). 
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Regarding claim 14, Nagano et al. in view of Kono et al. discloses 
all the limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1 and 9 
including that the selecting is performed by clicking on the partially 
overlapped program (Nagano et al.: col. 8, line 51 - col. 1 1 , line 30 - two 
methods are explained on how to change a priority of a program). 

Regarding claim 15, Nagano et al. in view of Kono et al. discloses 
all the limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1 and 9 
except that the selecting is performed by verbally selecting the partially 
overlapped program. Official Notice is taken that it is well known to use 
various methods for commands be given to an apparatus, which would 
include verbal commands. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
performed selecting programs by verbal commands in order to make the 
apparatus more versatile to accommodate more users. 

Regarding claim 16, Nagano et al. in view of Kono et al. discloses 
all the limitations as previously discussed with respect to claims 1 and 9 
including that the selecting is performed by pointing at the partially 
overlapped program (Nagano et al.: col. 8, line 51 - col. 1 1 , line 30 - two 
methods are explained on how to change a priority of a program). 

Regarding claims 17-20, grounds for rejecting claims 13-16 applies 
for claims 17-20 in their entireties. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Heather R. Jones whose telephone number is 
571-272-7368. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Thurs.: 7:00 
am - 4:30 pm, and every other Fri.: 7:00 am - 3:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Thai Tran can be reached on 571-272-7382. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Heather R Jones 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2621 




